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preface. 


fliould find or chance fWld offer It, in the bound lefs chaos of a living fpeech. Mviearch h n 

has been either fkiiful or lucky j for I have much augmented the vocabulary. 7 * ° Wevcr ; 


As my defign was a dictionary, common or appellative, I have omitted all words whirl, v 
relauon to proper names s fuch as Arum, Seaman, Cahinijl, Benedictine, Mahometan \t ^ 
retained thofe of a more general nature, as Heathen , Pagan. * but have 


th P art I have received fuch as could be found either in books of fdenrr nr * , . t 

dictionaries ; and have often inferted, from philofophical writers, words which are fopporte 1 
only by a (ingle authority, and which being not admitted into general ufe, Hand yet 
probationers, and mud: depend for their adoption on the fuffrage of futurity. * dates or 


The words which our authours have introduced by their knowledge of foreign languages nr * 

ranee of their own, by vanity or wantonnefs, by compliance with fafhion, or luff of innovation YP°" 

rtgifired as they occurred, though commonly only to cenfure them, and warn others againfl the fT 
of naturalizing ufe lefs foreigners to the injury of the natives. S mit the f( % 

I have not rejected any by defign, merely becaufe they were unnecefTarv or exuberant i . , ' 

° by ll ' ffera ’ t WritCrS have becn diffcrently for,ned > as Md vifiUhj Xfai, 

lh ^Trt d 0r double W “ rds 1 have , iy dom «cept when they obtain a fignification different fi™. 

that which the components have m their Ample date. Thus highwayman, woodman and Y / Y 

reqmrc an expheat.on; but of tbUJHke or coacUrher no notice wa/nccdcd, becaufe the 

the meaning of the compounds. P tb contain 


Words arbitrarily formed by a conform and fettled analogy, like diminutive adiedives in iff, k ^ •„ 

bl auV ," bs )n y, SB My, openly , fubftantives in defy as m/em/i, fmltinefs wire leij dili».-ri*r t' 
and many lometimes have been omitted, when 1 had no authority that invited me to infer- , 1 " 7 f g h' 

they are not genuine and regular offsprings of EngUJh roots, ^ 

being always the lame, their fignification cannot be miftaken. ^ primitive 

the nature of adjedivesj f 1 !?"’ they take 

thde I have ventured to call participial adje&wes. But neither^ ar/rhj 5 ’, horfe / that J ca " P ace: 
they are commonly to be underftood, without any danger of miftake,' by Corfu W^tU' vab CaUf<! 

foSauTt^dS’ret^ they " C f0l " ld in “ th0urs n0t <*>«»«*> when they have any 


As compofition is one of the chief charaCteriftirks nfiUnm™ n . 

reparation for the univerfal negligence” ^mvoredcccfTtit. la , ngua ?, c ’ . 1 havc c " d “voured to make feme 
words, as may be found under after fore ‘lew malt' r °t mb ^ a 8 S rcat numbers of compounded 

r ^ »e multiplied, but {hl^^dltf^etre ZffieTTnd Pf “7“ 

language and modes of our combination amply difeovered. 7 h d> and tjie frame of our 

- is » ™« repetition, and „ ,o fig- 

if not wholly arbitrary, is fo IMelLSd^hatthlfare ITS ^ " fe ° f thefe 

or is imagined to require them. ^ ^ " 1XC( t0 newwor ^ s as occafion requires, 

There is another kind of compofition more frf , mipnh ; n „„ i , 

from which arifes to foreigners the greateft difficulty We moHfvTT P Crh f S in an ^ other > 
a particle fubjoined ; as to come off, to efcane bv a flit . f / y the l3 S" 3ficatI0n of many verbs by 

to break of, to flop abruptly ; to bear out to iuftifv ■ to fair Y toat f ck; t 0 J al! c ff> to apoftatize ; 
fetoff, to embellifh ; to fet in, to beginYhominu l\Z{f u' **"*”*> t0 ceaf ^ t0 
take off, to copy ; with innumerable expreffions of the lame k\n/j'w°\ Y 8 ' 0 a C ° Urfe 0r P mm Y • 10 
being fo far diftant from the fenfe of the fimple words rh ^ f f whlcn „ f ” me a PP ear Wlkl, r ^tegular, 
which they arrived at the prefent ufe Tliefe I h ,1 no lagacity will be able to trace the Aeps by 

myfelf that the I be L iT “ Care ; and I cannot latt/r 

4 of td a lheTon d h- he / Ude f ° f u 0Ur tha ‘ 

Chance omitted, will be eafily explained by compardon with ***£££ b, ’fou"d! ^ 

Phili P- or the contraflcd 

the works of lexicographers Of furh T h ° au a / h ceitaui that they are read in any book but 

-,,*.**.'&* 45US setsg^C st hs, M 

however, 


preface. 

, A - „ ^T„ llnrtn the credit of former didionaries* Others, Which I 

however, to be yet confidcred as reftm^, J } , . could not at prefent fupport them by authorities, 

confidered as ufeful, or know to e FP e | ° c Iaiming the fame privilege with my predeceffiors of 
I have fuffered to Aand upon my own attention, claiming aic t 6 

being lometimes credited without proof. 

The words thus felea-d and difpofed, are grammatically confidcred : they arc referred to the diffirent 
The words, thus thev P „ re j rre <xu 1 arly inflefted, through their various terminations ; and^ li- 

berated byobfervadons, not indeed of great or ftriking importance, feporately confidered, but neceffary 
lo thfeiuddation of ow language, an/hitherto ncglcfled or forgotten by EngUJh grammars. 

That part of my work on which I expedt malignity moft frequently to faften, is the Explanation j 

in which I cannot hope to fatisfy thofe, who are perhaps not inclined to be pleated, me I 

,i I ways been able to fatisfy myt'elf. To interpret a language by ltfelf is very difficult, many no. es 

"t be explained by ivnohimes, becaufe the idea fignified by them has not rn^re than 

one appellation 5 nor bv paraphrafe, becaufe fimple ideas cannot be described. When the nature 

of things is unknown, or the notion unfettied and indefinite, and various in various minds, the words 

by which fuch notions are conveyed, or fuch things denoted, will be ambiguous and perplexed. And 

fuch is the fate of haplefs lexicography, that not only darknefs, but light, impedes and diftrefles rt ; 

thintrs may be not only too little, but too much known, to be happily lJuftrated. To explain, requires 

the ufe of terms lefs abftrufe than that which is to be explained, and fuch terms cannot always be 

found j for as nothing can be proved but by fuppofing fome thing intuitively known, and evident 
■ 1 r r - . ^ ~ A U nt Ktr tho nf wnrrU tno nl: 11 n to admit a definition* 


Other words there are, of which the fenfe is too fubtle and evanefeent to be fixed in a paraphrafe 5 
fuch are all thofe which are by the grammarians termed expletives , and, in dead languages, are fuffered 
to pals lor empty founds, of no other ule than to fill a veile, 01 to modulate a pciiod, but winch a.c. 
eafily perceived in living tongues to have power and emphafis, though it be lometimes fuch as no 
other form of expreffion can convey. • 

My labour has likewife been much increafed by a clafs of verbs too frequent in the Engl iff language, 
of which the fignification is fo loofe and general, the ufe fo vague and indeterminate, and the 
fenfes detorted fo widely from the firft idea, that it is hard to trace them through the maze of varia- 
tion, to catch them on the brink of utter inanity, to circumfcribe them by any limitations, or interpret 
them by any words of diflinft and fettled meaning : fuch are bear, break, come, cajl , full, get , give, 
do, put , Jet, go, run , make , take , turn, throw . If of thefe the whole power is not accurately delivered, 
it muft be remembered, that while our language is yet living, and variable by the caprice of every one that 
fpcaks it, thefe words are hourly drifting their relations, and can no more be afeertained in a dictionary, 
than a grove, in the agitation of a Aorm, can be accurately delineated from its picture in the water. 


The particles are among all nations applied with fo great latitude, that they are not eafily reducible 
under any regular fcheme of explication : this difficulty is not lefs, nor perhaps greater, in EngUJh , 
than in other languages. 1 have laboured them with diligence, I hope with fuccefs ; fuch at leaA as 
can be expected in a talk, which no man, however learned or fagacious, has yet been able to perform. 


_ * ™* A ** wfc v t > A 11WL i iit ii i j Lucie uiigjiL nave 

been omitted very often with little inconvenience, but I would not fo far indulge my vanity as to decline 

this con feffion : for when Tutly owns himfelf ignorant whether lefts, in the twelve tables, means a 
funeral Jong, or mourning garment ; and Arijhtle doubts whether at pvt, in the Iliad, fignifies a mule, 
or muleteer, I may freely, without fliame, leave fome obfcuritxes to happier induAry, or future 

The rigour of interpretative lexicography requires that the explanation , and the word explained (hould 

be always^ reciprocal ; this I have always endeavoured, but could not always attain. Words are’feldom 

exactly iynonimous ; a new term was not introduced, but becaufe the former was thought inadequate ■ 

names therefore, have often many ideas, but few ideas have many- names. It was then neceffary 

to ule the pi oximute word, for the deficiency of Angle terms can very fold om he fupplied by circum- 

ocution ■ nor is the inconvenience great of fuch mutilated interpretations, becauie the fenfe may eafily 
be collected entire from the examples. y - 

In every word of extenilve ufe, it was requifitc to mark the progrefs of its meaning an d (how hr 
\\ ia giadations of intermediate fenfe it has pafled from its primitive to its remote and accidental /i n? 

YS ’ IO ^ CV Tf f<jre l° m - g J x P la . Iiation ^nd to that which follows, and the feries be°re- 

gularly concatenated from the firft notion tothelafl* 

rt ba k° Tr en ’ that the 

other. When the radical idea branches out into n*r\\\ ? n ^ .^ k y. one f 0uld be ran g ed before the 
be formed of fenfes in their nature collateral ? tvY t I'amiheations, how can a coniecutive feries 

into each other ; fo that though on one fide the*? ^ , tr) ^ anin S Sometimes pafs imperceptibly 

point of contaa. Ideas of tfaf fame race thomrlfn e 15 im P offible to mark the 

that no words can exprefs the diffimilit'ude. though the'S!/ eLlly Vackv“whcn Ihey atfS 
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